


















































































































































Initial Study & Checklist continued

result in an adverse effect to Sheriff Protection facilities. because the small increase in the number of residents is
considered negligible and is not beyond the number of residents that were analyzed in the Placer County General
Plan or the Dry Creek West Placer Community Plan. Therefore, there is no impact.

Discussion Iltem XVI-3:

The project would result in a modest increase in the number of residents in the project area (approximately 91 new
residents), a portion of which would be school-aged children. However, this increase would not resuit in an adverse
effect to schools in the area because the increase in the number of residents is minimal and does not go beyond
those numbers analyzed and planned for in the Placer County General Plan or the Dry Creek West Placer
Community Plan. Moreover, each newly constructed home would pay capital improvement fees (School fees) to the
serving school district prior to the issuance of each Building Permit to fund incremental expansion of facilities.
Therefore, there is no impact.

Discussion Item XVI-4:

The proposed project is consistent with the anticipated density of development analyzed in the Placer County
General Plan and accordingly would not generate any more impacts on the maintenance of public roads than was
anticipated when the general plan was adopted. Moreover, the project is constructing its fair share of roadway
widening along its frontage on Vineyard Road and Cook Riolo Road, and each residence would pay a Traffic
Impact Fee at the time of building permit approval (a capital facility impact fee) to fund incremental expansion of the
roadway system in accordance with the adopted Capital Improvement Plan. Therefore, the impact is less than
significant. No mitigation measures are required. -

Discussion Item XVI-5:

No governmental services are proposed as part of this project. Impacts to other governmental services, such as
assessor and tax collector services, voting, library services, and corrections are funded from incremental increases
in property taxes assessed to new project homes. Therefore, there is no impact.

XVIl. RECREATION - Would the project result in:

Less Than
{ Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant with Significant Impact
Impact | Mitigation | Impact p
Measures

1. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood
and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that X
substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or
be accelerated? (PLN)

2. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might X
have an adverse physical effect on the environment? (PLN)

Discussion ltem XVIi-1, 2:

The proposed project would construct approximately 700 linear feet of public trail along its Vineyard Road frontage
and approximately 2,000 linear feet of private trail would be constructed within onsite open space lots. In addition, a
0.55-acre private park would be constructed on Lot G. The park would include a garden area for project residents,
benches and picnicking facilities, and may include a tot lot. These recreation improvements would partially fulfill the
project obligation to comply with the County’s General Plan policy requirements to require provision of at least 5
acres of active parkland and 5 acres of passive parkland per 1,000 residents, but would not completely satisfy the
project demand for recreation facilities.

Overall, the project would result in an incremental increase in the use of neighborhood and regional parks. Due to
the relatively small population increase associated with the. project, the increase in use would not result in a
substantial or accelerated physical deterioration of local park facilities necessitating a significant increase in
maintenance or upgrades to existing facilities. Moreover, the County has an adopted fee program to require each
new residence to pay a capital impact facility fee for construction of new park facilities. During review of
Improvement Plans for the Final Map, the Parks Division would determine the amount of fee credit due to the
project based on the final design of onsite and offsite recreation improvements. That portion of the new recreation
demand created by the project that is not met by the provision of new onsite recreation facilities would be charged
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Initial Study & Checklist continued

as a pro-rata fee (Park Preservation Fee) to each unit at the time of building permit approval in accordance with
adopted County code and policy. This is a less than significant impact. No mitigation measures are required.

XVIII. TRANSPORTATION & TRAFFIC — Would the project result in;

Environmental Issue -

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. An increase in traffic which may be substantial in relation to
the existing and/or planned future year traffic load and capacity
of the roadway system (i.e. result in a substantial increase in
either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio
on roads, or congestion at intersections)? (ESD)

2. Exceeding, either individually or cumulatively, a level of
service standard established by the County General Plan
and/or Community Plan for roads affected by project traffic?
(ESD)

3. Increased impacts to vehicle safety due to roadway design
features (i.e. sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? (ESD)

4. Inadequate emergency access or access to nearby uses?
(ESD)

5. Insufficient parking capacity on-site or off-site? (ESD, PLN)

6. Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists? (ESD)

7. Conflicts with adopted policies, plans, or programs
supporting alternative transportation (i.e. bus turnouts, bicycle
lanes, bicycle racks, public transit, pedestrian facilities, etc.) or
otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such
facilities? (ESD)

8. Change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in
traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial
safety risks? (PLN)

Discussion ltem XVIil-1, 2:

A traffic impact analysis was prepared for the proposed project.

The proposed project would result in the

construction of 36 single family residential upits. The project is expected to generate approximately 27 AM peak
hour vehicle trips, 36 PM peak hour vehicle trips, and 349 daily vehicle trips.

Existing Plus Project: The proposed project’s traffic was superimposed onto existing traffic volumes and potential

impacts were studied at the following intersections.

TABLE 6
EXISTING PLUS PROJECT INTERSECTION LEVELS OF SERVICE
AM Poak Tour PM Poak Hour
Existing Ploy Existing Plug
Existin Project Bxisting Project
Ave Delay Ave Delay Ave Delay Ave Delay
Min | {sec/veh) (see/veh) (seelveh) (see/veli}
Logation Control LOS* | o VIC LOS | o VIC | LOS or Vi¢ LOS | orVIC | LOS
Covk Riolo Road / Vineyard Road All-Way Stop 1Y 14,9 3 15.3 C 9.2 A 9.4 A
Vineyard Road / Access NB Stop D - - 11.5 B - - 0.3 B
Vineyard Road / Brady Line All-Way Stop 3] 2.0 A a4 A 8.4 A 8.5 A
Cook Rivlo Road / Creckview Ranch School Signal D 669 B 671 B - “ - -
Cook Riolo Rond 7 PFE Road All-Way Stop D 19.1 C 194 C, 11.7 B 11.8 B
(%) orinimurn LOS until area civcutation systent is built out and exceptions to LOS D will bie permitted. :
BOLD values exceed the LOS 1 minimum,
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As shown in the table, the addition of project trips does not result in any intersection operating with a Level of -
Service that exceeds the adopted LOS D minimum standard. Therefore, this impact is less than significant.

Cumulative: The proposed project is consistent with the land use identified in the Dry Creek/West Placer
Community Plan; therefore, the project’'s cumulative impact was evaluated as part of the environmental analysis
conducted for the last update to the Dry Creek/West Placer Community Plan. For potential cumulative traffic
impacts within the Dry Creek West Placer Community Plan area, the Community Plan includes a fully funded
Capital Improvement Program (CIP), which with payment of traffic mitigation fees for the ultimate construction of
the CIP improvements, would help reduce the cumulative traffic impacts to less than significant levels. The
proposed project’s impacts associated with increases in traffic can be mitigated to a less than significant level by
implementing the following mitigation measures:

Mitigation Measures Item XVIil-1, 2:
" MM XVIIL1
Prior to issuance of any Building Permits, this project shall be subject to the payment of traffic impact fees that are
in effect in this area (Dry Creek/West Placer), pursuant to applicable Ordinances and Resolutions. The applicant is
notified that the following traffic mitigation fee(s) shall be required and shall be paid to Placer County DPW:
A) County Wide Traffic Limitation Zone: Article 15.28.010, Placer County Code
B) South Placer Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA)
C) Placer County / City of Roseville JPA (PC/CR)

The current total combined estimated fee is $175,572 (based on $4,877 per single family residential dwelling unit).
The fees were calculated using the information supplied. If the use or the square footage changes, then the fees
will change. The fees to be paid shall be based on the fee program in effect at the time that the application is
deemed complete. (ESD)

Discussion Item XVIil-3:

The Existing plus Project traffic volumes were compared to peak hour traffic signal warrant requirements to
determine the need for signalization of the study intersections. None of the study intersections would carry
volumes that satisfy peak hour traffic signal warrants.

The volume of traffic and the volume of left turn movements at the project driveway on Vineyard Road were
evaluated to determine the need for a left turn lane. The combination of volumes falls below the level that would
justify the construction of a left turn lane. :

The gated entrance was evaluated to determine if traffic would queue back from the gate onto Vineyard Road. The
keypad for the gate would be located at least 40 feet from the edge of travelled way of Vineyard Road which would
accommodate 2 vehicles. The entrance is wide enough to permit residents to bypass waiting vehicles and travel
directly to the gate. Based on the analysis in the traffic study, the proposed entrance gate on the access road fo
the subdivision would not create a significant safety problem.

Vineyard Road at the location of the proposed subdivision access is straight and generally level. The Placer
County Plate 116 Major vehicle corner sight distance standard of 495 feet in both directions can be achieved.

Therefore, impacts associated with vehicle safety are less than significant. No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion Item XVIlI-4:

The proposed project is accessed off of a County maintained road, Vineyard Road. The servicing fire district has
reviewed the proposed project and has not identified any significant emergency access impacts or access impacts
to nearby uses that would result in any physical change to the environment. The project is proposing an
emergency access road connection to Cook Riolo Road at the southwest corner of the project. Therefore, this
impact is less than significant. No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion Item XVIil-5:
The project proposes to construct a 36-lot residential subdivision. All zoning ordinance standards pertaining to
provision of onsite parking and on-street parking would be met. Therefore, there is no impact.

Discussion ltem XVII1-8:
The proposed project would not result in a change in air traffic patterns including either an increase in traffic levels
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or a change in location that results in substantial risk. Therefore, there is no impact.

XIX. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES - Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature,
place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred

place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is;

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant with Significant I "
Impact | Mitigation | Impact | ™Pac
Measures

1. Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of
Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical X
resources as defined in Public Resources Code section
5020.1(k), or

2. A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion
and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant
pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set X
forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section
5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the
resource to a California Native American tribe.

Discussion Item XIX-1, 2:

Pursuant to Assembly Bill 52 (Chapter 532, Statutes of 2014}, consultation requests were sent to tribes traditionally
and culturally affiliated with the project area on October 31, 2017, and a request to consult was received from the
United Auburn Indian Community (UAIC) on November 7, 2017. On November 8, 2017 the Shingle Springs Band of
Miwok Indians (SSB) responded with a letter stating that the tribe was unaware of any tribal cultural resources on
the project site or surrounding area, but requested a copy of the cultural resources report and to receive updates if
new information was disclosed. A copy of the Cultural Resources report was provided to both the UAIC and the
SSB.

On May 8, 2018 County staff met onsite with tribal representatives. On May 17, 2018 UAIC tribal representatives
notified Placer County that consultation was concluded and requested County staff place two mitigation measures
on the project (Inadvertent Discoveries and Post-ground Disturbance). County staff has incorporated the requested
mitigation measures below. With incorporation of these mitigation measures potential impacts to tribal cultural
resources would be reduced to less than significant.

Mitigation Measure Item XIX-1, 2:

MM XIX.1

Inadvertent Discoveries

If potential Native American prehistoric, historic, archaeological or cultural resources including midden soll, artifacts,
chipped stone, exotic rock (non-native), or unusual amounts of baked clay, shell or bone are uncovered during any
on-site construction activities, all work must immediately stop in the area. Work shall cease within 100 feet of the
find regardless of whether the construction is being actively monitored by a cultural resources specialist,
professional archaeologist, or representative from the culturally-affiliated Native American Tribe. Following
discovery, a professional archaeologist shall be retained to evaluate the significance of the deposit, and the Placer
County Community Development Resource Agency, the Department of Museums, and Native American
Representatives from culturally affiliated Native American Tribes will make recommendations for further evaluation
and treatment, as appropriate.

In the event that Native American prehistoric, historic, archaeological or cultural deposits or isolates found to be
ineligible for inclusion in the California Historic Register of Historical Resources are identified within the project
area, the culturally affiliated Native American Tribe shall be notified. Culturally appropriate treatment and
disposition shall be determined following coordination with the culturally affiliated Native American Tribe. Culturally
appropriate treatment may be, but is not limited to, processing materials in a lab for reburial, minimizing handling of
cultural objects, leaving objects in place within the landscape, returning objects to a location within the project area
where they will not be subject to future impacts. The Tribe does not consider curation of TCRs to be appropriate or
respectful and requests that materials not be permanently curated, unless requested by the Tribe.
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If articulated or disarticulated human remains are discovered during construction activities, the County Coroner and
Native American Heritage Commission shall be contacted immediately. Upon determination by the County Coroner
that the find is Native American in origin, the Native American Heritage Commission will assign the Most Likely
Descendent who will work with the project proponent to define appropriate treatment and disposition of the burials.

Following a review of the find and coordination with the Native American Tribe and appropriate experts, if
necessary, the authority to proceed may be accompanied by the addition of development requirements or special
conditions which provide for protection of the site and/or additional measures necessary to address the unique or
sensitive nature of the site. Work in the area of the cultural resource discovery may only proceed after authorization
is granted by the Placer County Community Development Resource Agency following coordination with tribal
representatives and cultural resource experts, if necessary, as approptiate.

MM XIX.2

Post-ground Disturbance

When Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs) were not identified during preliminary site reconnaissance or subsurface
testing but geologic and site conditions are appropriate and resources have been identified in the vicinity of the
project site, the applicant shall notify the CEQA lead agency a minimum of seven days prior to initiation of ground
disturbance to allow the agency time to notify culturally-affiliated tribes. Tribal representatives from culturally-
affiliated tribes shall be allowed access to the project site within the first five days of ground-breaking activity to
inspect soil piles, trenches, or other disturbed areas.

If potential Native American prehistotic, historic, archaeological or cultural resources including midden soil, artifacts, -
chipped stone, exotic rock (non-native), or unusual amounts of baked clay, shell or bone are identified during this
initial post-ground disturbance inspection the following actions shall be taken: -

e Work shall be suspended within 100 feet of the find, and the project applicant shall immediately notify the
CEQA lead agency representative. The project applicant shall coordinate any subsequent investigation of
the site with a qualified archaeologist approved by the Placer County Community Development Resource
Agency and a tribal representative from the culturally-affiliated tribe(s). The archaeologist shall coordinate
with the culturally-affiliated tribe(s) to allow for proper management recommendations should potential
impacts to the resources be found by the CEQA lead agency representative to be significant.

o A site meeting of construction personnel shall be held in order to afford the tribal representative the
opportunity to provide TCR awareness information.

o A written report detailing the site assessment, coordination activities, and management recommendations
shall be provided to the CEQA lead agency representative by the qualified archaeologist. Possible
management recommendations for historical, unique archaeological or TCRs could include resource
avoidance, préservation in place, reburial on-site, or other measures deemed acceptable by the applicant,
the County, and the tribal representative from the culturally-affiliated tribe(s).

e The contractor shall implement any measures deemed by CEQA lead agency representative staff to be
necessary and feasible to avoid or minimize significant effects to the TCR, including the use of a Native
American Monitor whenever work is occurring within 100 feet of the find.

XX. UTILITIES & SERVICE SYSTEMS — Would the project:

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant with Significant
e Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

Measures
1. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable X
Regional Water Quality Control Board? (ESD)
2. Require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater delivery, collection or treatment facilities or X
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects? (EHS, ESD)
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3. Require or result in the construction of new on-site sewage X
systems? (EHS)

4. Require or result in the construction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the : X
construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects? (ESD)

5. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project

from existing entitlements and resources, or are new or X
expanded entitlements needed? (EHS)
6. Require sewer service that may not be available by the X

area’s waste water treatment provider? (EHS, ESD)

7. Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs in X
compliance with all applicable laws? (EHS)

Discussion ltem XX-1, 2, 6:

The proposed project is located within an area that would require the annexation into County Service Area (CSA)
28, Zone 173 (Dry Creek) for sewer service. The project proposes to connect to the existing sewer line within Cook
Riolo Road at the southwest comer of the project site. The proposed project would also be constructing a dry
sewer line along the project frontage within Vineyard Road. The proposed project would contribute additional
wastewater flows to the existing conveyance system. The Placer County Department of Public Works
Environmental Engineering Division has provided comments that the proposed project is eligible for sewer service
and would have to construct sewer improvements to County standards (Will-Serve Requirements letter dated
November 26, 2018). The proposed project would increase wastewater flows to the treatment plant. However, the
increase would not require any additional expansion of the treatment plant and is within the current capacity of the
treatment plant. No prohibitions or restrictions on wastewater treatment service for the proposed project currently
exist. ' ’

The California American Water District has provided comments that the proposed project is eligible for water
service (Conditional Will-Serve Letter dated September 8, 2017). Therefore, these impacts are less than
significant. No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion ltem XX-3:

The project would not result in the construction of new on-site sewage systems, therefore it is anticipated that the
project would have no impact regarding sewage disposal. Furthermore, the project would be conditioned to properly
abandon any existing septic systems, under permit, prior to Improvement Plan approval. Therefore, there is no
impact.

Discussion Item XX-4: A

The storm water would be collected in the onsite drainage facilities and conveyed downstream into, ultimately, the
Main Stem of the Dry Creek Watershed. The existing drainage system on and off site is not significantly impacted
by the proposed project and has the capacity to accept flows from the proposed project. This project proposes the
construction a drainage system to Placer County standards. The construction of these facilities would not cause
significant environmental effects. Therefore, this impact is less than significant. No mitigation measures are
required.

Discussion ltem XX-5:

The agencies charged with providing treated water, sewer services, and refuse disposal have indicated their
requirements to serve the project. These requirements are routine in nature and do not represent significant
impacts. The project would result in the construction of new sewer a line from an existing facility and is not
anticipated to cause significant impacts. Typical project conditions of approval require submission of “will-serve”
letters from each agency. Impacts are less than significant. No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion ltem XX-7:

The project lies in an area of the County that is served by the local franchised refuse hauler (Recology) and is
served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity. The concern whether this project is served by a landfill with
sufficient capacity is considered to be less than significant. No mitigation measures are required.
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XXI. WILDFIRE — If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity

zones, would the project:

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact p
Measures
1. Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or X

emergency evacuation plan? (PLN)

2. Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate
wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to, ' X
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled
spread of a wildfire? (PLN)

3. Require the installation or maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water
sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire X
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the
environment? (PLN)

4, Expose people or structures to significant risks, including
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of X
runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes? (PLN)

Discussion Item XXI-1:
The proposed project would not impair implementation or operation of an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan. Therefore, there is no impact.

Discussion item XXI-2, 3: ,

The project site and surrounding area are designated as moderate fire severity zone. The project site and
surrounding area is suburban in character and does not include wooded areas typically associated with wildfire,
though the site and surrounding area includes areas of grassland that are moderately susceptible to fire. Slopes on
the site and surrounding area are moderate and do not result in unique or unusual challenges to preventing or
suppressing wildland fires.

The subdivision road would be developed to a modified Plate 104 Land Development Manual Standard. The
roadway would be 28-feet-wide with 2-foot gravel shoulders on both sides (32-foot overall width) with a surface
capable of supporting an 80,000 pound fire truck. The onsite roadway would be looped and would include two
points of connection to publicly maintained roadways. The primary project access would be from Vineyard Road at
the north end of the project. This access would be gated and would include a knox box or another approved
emergency override system to ensure emergency personnel would have access during emergencies. The second
point of access would be an emergency vehicle access (EVA) connection to Cook Riolo Road. This access would
also be gated and would include a knox box or another approved emergency override system to ensure emergency
personnel would have access during emergencies and to provide project residents with a secondary means of
emergency egress.

A pressurized looped water system would be extended throughout the project and fire hydrants would be installed
in accordance with state and local fire code requirements. In addition, all homes would be constructed to state and
local fire code requirements, including installation of indoor fire sprinklers and combustion resistant roofing and
siding assemblies. The design and implementation of these systems would ensure adequate structural fire
protection facilities would be available to the project during operation. None of the proposed facilities or other
attributes of the project would have the potential to exacerbate fire risk in the surrounding area or to project
residents. Threats from wildfire would be less than significant. No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion Item XXI-4:

The project site is located in an upland area that is level and free of unique geologic or topographic risks, including
flood risks. Implementation of the project would not expose people or structures to significant risks from flooding or
landslides as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes. This impact is less than significant.
No mitigation measures are required.
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F. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

Environmental Issue Yes No
1. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially impact biological resources, or eliminate important examples of the X
major periods of California history or prehistory?
2. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects
of a project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past X
projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects.)
3. Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial X
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?
G. OTHER RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES whose approval is required:
X] California Department of Fish and Wildlife [] Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO)
[] California Department of Forestry [] National Marine Fisheries Service
[[] California Department of Health Services [ ] Tahoe Regional Planning Agency
[[] California Department of Toxic Substances X] U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
] California Department of Transportation Xl U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
[] California Integrated Waste Management Board ]
X California Regional Water Quality Control Board ]

H. DETERMINATION — The Environmental Review Committee finds that:

Although the proposed project COULD have a significant effect on the environment, there WILL NOT be a

X significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described herein have been added to the

project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMITTEE (Persons/Departments consulted):

Planning Services Division, Alex Fisch, Chairperson

Planning Services Division-Air Quality, Angel Green

Engineering and Surveying Division, Phil Frantz

Department of Public Works -Transportation, Amber Conboy
DPW-Environmental Engineering Division, Huey Nham
DPW-Flood Control and Water Conservation District, Brad Brewer
DPW-Facility Services-Parks Division, Ted Rel
HHS-Environmental Health Services, Joey Scarbrough

Placer County Fire Planning/CDF, Ryan Woessner

Signature %&Z@Z Date June 13,2019

Leigh Chavez/Environmental Coordinator
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J. SUPPORTING INFORMATION SOURCES: The following public documents were utilized and site-specific
studies prepared to evaluate in detail the effects or impacts associated with the project. This information is available
for public review, Monday through Friday, 8am to 5pm, at the Placer County Community Development Resource

Agency, Environmental Coordination Services, 3091 County Center Drive, Auburn, CA 95603.

County
Documents

X Air Pollution Control District Rules & Regulations

Community Plan

X Environmental Review Ordinance

General Plan

Grading Ordinance

X Land Development Manual

Land Division Ordinance

Stormwater Management Manual

Tree Ordinance

L]

Trustee Agency
Documents

[] Department of Toxic Substances Control

[

Site-Specific
Studies

Planning
Services
Division

X Biological Study

Cultural Resources Pedestrian Survey

Cultural Resources Records Search

[ Lighting & Photometric Plan

Paleontological Survey

X] Tree Survey & Arborist Report

[ Visual Impact Analysis

Wetland Delineation

X Acoustical Analysis

Mineral Resources Letter

Engineering &
Surveying
Division,
Flood Control
District

] Phasing Plan

Preliminary Grading Plan

X Preliminary Geotechnical Report

Preliminary Drainage Report

Stormwater & Surface Water Quality BMP Plan

Traffic Study

[_] Sewer Pipeline Capacity Analysis

[ Placer County Commercial/Industrial Waste Survey (where public sewer

is available)

[] Sewer Master Plan

(] Utility Plan

X Tentative Subdivision Map

[_] Sight Distance Exhibits

Preliminary Title Report

Environmental
Health
Services

[] Groundwater Contamination Report

[] Hydro-Geological Study

X Phase | Environmental Site Assessment

[] Soils Screening

X Preliminary Endangerment Assessment

]
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Planning
Services
Division, Air
Quality

[] CALINE4 Carbon Monoxide Analysis

] Construction Emission & Dust Control Plan

[] Geotechnical Report (for naturally occurring asbestos)

[] Health Risk Assessment

CalEEMod Model Output

L]

Fire
Department

[] Emergency Response and/or Evacuation Plan

[] Traffic & Circulation Plan

]
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